
Mr. John Harmer 
P.O. Box 721 
Bount~ful, Utah 8401 1 

. .  .~ - 
’ What I am submitting:@a proposal to Jahn Ashcroft, as the Attorney General for the 

Bush Presidency, is that I be hired by the Attomey General, either as an outside counsel, 01 
as a U.S. Attorney, to serve as his “surrogate” and head up a special U.S. Attorney General 
West Coast Task Force, as a “coordmator” with a roving Commission. Such a “roving” 
Task Force would provide “Time and Motion Studies” of pornographic videotapes on the 
market and other legal advice to assist those City, County and State Government Officials 
on the West Coast and elsewhere who want to effect a change in their local communities, 
and are willing to fight back and halt the dissemination of pornographic videotapes. 
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April 19, 1988 to Mr. Kenneth Slrirnaer, and my refemace 10 tbe Momon’s “‘Nabai 
Center for Constitutional Sltedies” && bad piedged a grant rof$35,fMO.W far 
that purpose. 

..’ .- 

L 

George W. Bush has said on a Larry King Live T.V. broadcast that he would not * 
- attempt to change the morality, but would “set the tone”. The U.S. Attorney General’s 
Office can “set the tone” by taking those lawful actions which are avda‘ule to put one of the 
satellite broadcasters of pomographc wdeotapes out o f  business -U and then, when that 
operation is well underway to a successful conclusion, have the Office of the Presidenc 

odemize the International Treaty to Ban Obscenity by naming the U.S. Attomev Generi  E the “authority” designated by the U.S. to discharge its duty to the International 

“‘PUn-irrn .., . . . . 

As was later accomplished in Montgomev County, Alabama in 1990 in the case of the Exxvtacy I/ 

Network and the Tuxedo Network. See. in this regard, Volume 7 at “Tab D .  
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, 
My point is that the Mitchell Brothers were not able to stop the City in the courtroom 

because we Dreuared- a Time and Motion Studv for everv-film the Mitchell Brothers 
exhibited. and the Citv Council filed an abatement lawsuit on everv Time and Motion Studv 
which was placed before the Citv Council. 

Some 144 full length features (90 min.) were adjudicated in the Orange County 
Superior Trial Courts and everyone was held to be hard-core pornography. I can state for 
the record that the same result can be achieved in Los Angeles today. What is needed right 
now is the communication of this fact to the U.S. Attorney General, and the active suuuort 
9fU.S. Attornev General John Ashcroft. so that it can be used again in the Los Angeles area 
as outlined in Volumes 5 through 8. . .  . .  . . ., 

. - __ . -- 

THE USE OF THE TIME AND MOTION STUDIES IN THE 1976-1987 
SAh’TA ANA LITIGATION 

You will recall the 1986-1988 years as the time when Ed Meese was under legal 
attack by powerful coalitions of individuals and entities which sought to drive him from his 
pmacle of power as head ofthe Meese Commission on Obscenity and Pornography, and 
author ofthe Final Report ofthe Attorney General’sC‘onunksion on Pornography, Supt. 
of Docs., U.S. G.P Q., 1986. 

The fxst four of the eight volumes i am sending you are reference materials to refresh 
your recollection as to (1) the name of the effort III which the Commission was involved; 
(2) the unfortunate hstorical event (March 16,1988) which interrupted that undertaking and 
preventedus from going forward; (3) the adverse historical developments in both the 
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F.C.C. and the Communicattons industry; md (4) &e red potenaai thart ms#s aodgy to 
renew that effort and bnng that 0p-n to a s d  mnciusiion under Attorney Genera! 
John Ashcroft, and the Los AngeIes County Adminiseaon headed by Mike 
Antonovich as Chairman of the Board of Supemsors and Steve Cooley as the new District 
Attorney of Los Angeles County. 

Don’t let this volume of reference material bother you. Look at each of the volumes 
111 its special context, as outlined in this letter, and you will be able to see it all the more 
clearly now. The four volumes which are marked as follows: 

‘VoFume 5 Volume 6 Volume 7 Volume 8 

reuresent what is presentlv on the horizon and can be accomulished now as a steu in the right 
direction in the vear 2001. The Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors (Mike 
Antonovich) and the 1.0s Angeles County District Attorney’s Office (Steve Cooley) are led 
by public o f i d s  with the vely finest reputations for law enforcement. 

Volume 1 starts with my letter of April 4, 1988 to Charlie Keating which was two 
weeks after the notorious March 16m event in Attorney General Meese’s Office. See the 
March 30m news articles at “Tab’A” of Volume 1. Its enclosures should familiarize you 
with what the Cardinal Mahony Commission was trying to accomplish, and Meese’s role in 
that effort. It describes the four separate video studies which were undertaken; what those 
studies encompassed; the Colleen Applegate lawsuit to annul the 29,copyr&~; the reliance 
upon Attorney General Meese to act; Meese’s Grand Jury problems which precluded his 
talung any action; the resort to other means- the private lawsuit and/or the proposed Peter 
Broderick Niagra County, New York lawsuit; and the inability to obtain the funding 
for what should have been a & lawsuit. 

It is a real tragedv that one of the three charitable Bsdm did not come fDnxanl 
with a con~but ion of moneys to m a  the Mormon oEm of~&&kg funds. The ‘‘rovingW 
personal services and the analytd Time and Motion Studies and facilities (tools) that are 
offered to John Ashcroft in this l e m  are a means of avoiding that 8988 impasse. They fill 
the void that was created when U.S. Attorney Robert BoMer md others failed to act 
responsibly. Since I do not walk in Bonner’s moccasins, I do not know nor can I exulain 
whv he defaulted. 

Volume 2: starts with my April 19, 1988 unsuccessful solicitation of grant money 
from the Fritz B. Burns Foundation in a “last ditch” effort to fund a civil lawsuit to void 
the Federal Copynghts in 29 pornographic iideotapes. The civil action was to have been 
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brought on behalf of a Catholic couple whose young daughter, Colleen Applegate, was 
“seduced by &e ‘Trade”, made 29 pornographic films, and then committed suicide. The 
Fed& Capyi&ts to her films are owned by members in the “Trade”. Her films were being 
broadc&&t the World via Satellite kom the Great City of New York, under the “protection” 
of &e F d d  Copyrights @&in vidation of a U.S. International Treaty with other.Nations 
which forbids such trade in obscene materials. See a copy of the Treaty at “Tab 3(a)” to 

Volume 3. . ,  

“Tab 1” to Volume 2 contains eight (8) news reports on the strong leadership role 
that Cardinal Roger Mahony played in that effort. I was proud of the fact that he, as a 
Catholic Cardinal, had no difikulty in signing each of the strong Resolutions that I, as the 
attorney for the Commission, ,had drafted. I attribute that resolute behavior to the fact that 
he was educated by the B.V.M. nuns at St. Charles Catholic School in the San Fernando 
Valley. My sister, Mary Louise, is a nun in the B.V.M. Order. 

I am certain that, had Fritz B. Bums been alive today, hewould have made the grant. 
He had “convictions”. The late Cardinal Timothy Manning, in commenting in a 
LA. Tidings news article on the “lack of conviction” which is so prevalent today, quoted 
kom the Irish poet Yeats in his “The Second Coming” (1921), st. 1: 

“Turning and turning in the widening 

The falcon cannot hear the falconer; 
gyre 

,-,. :I: . . . . .  . , I  

. .  . .  
, .  . . ,  Things fall apart; the center cannot 

Mere anarchy is loosed upon the 

. .  

hold; . .  
. .  

World, 

everywhere 

drowned; 

W* 

The blood-dimmed tide is loosed, and 

The ceremony of innocence is 

The best lack al l  conviction, while the 

lkre ~f passionate intensity.” 

I am confident that the George W. Bush Presidency Is going to bring about a change for the 
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. _ _ _  - _ _  
copynghts to be void. My 11 years apem-e lag saxit8 Amuhm Efim-m%h an extreme@ 
low personal opinion of the Jusaces then si- on that Corn- &q all l a & e d " c o n m ~ ~ ~ ~ "  and are part of the problem that Yeas Writes about. Volume 3 also contains at"?& st&" 

a copy ofthe international Treaty of 191 1 which requires each Nation to repress ob 
the Colleen Applegate and Deep Throat copynght daw and the 1986 news m c l e  des= 
the San Fernando Valley Billion Dollar h d w e  m Pornography (I can recall the day when 
one could not find a single porno store m the entue San Fernando Valley- that statistic itself 
is a cause for alarm>. 

Vutume J1 be gins pith my Memorandum to the Los Angeles Archdiocese 

befi ,McG'& on ' t h i ' A m e n c a n - E ~ a c y  Channel. A-cop); o'f pages 1-5 5f % 
morandum read as follows: 

dad:Novem,ber 1: 1987. It concern the. SuneiUances 9 I ' - - - ._. Etiml-w - i L  

JAMES J. CLANCY 

M E M O  R A N  D U M  

r0: MEMBERS OF THE LOS ANGELES ARCHDIOCESE COMMISSION ON 
PORNOGRAPHY 

RE: RESOLUTION REQUESTING THAT L A W  ENFORCEMENT OFWCKUS 
CONDUCT AN INVESTIGhTION OF 95  " I ' ION P I C T U m  FIUS- 
WHICH ARE CURRENTLY BEING BROADmST ON S P A C E m T  1 
(S-1) , CHANNEL 18 DURING THE €OUR-MONTH PERIOD E R D W  ' 
SEPTEMBER, 1 9 8 7  THROUGH DECEMBER 31,  1 9 8 7 ,  TO DETERNIIIWE 
WHETHER FEDERAL OBSCENITY LAWS RELATING TO TELEVISION 
¶ROADCASTING HAVE BEEN VIOLATED. 

O n  Monday, November 2 ,  1987,  the A r c h d i o c e s e  C o m m i s s i o n  or 
Pornography w i l l  be asked to  consider the enclosed r e s o l u t i o n  
for  adopt ion (see copy a t  e x h i b i t  1 t o  this Memorandum). T h e  
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proposed r e s o l u t i o n  a s k s  the Federa l  Bureau of I n v e s t i g a t i o n ,  
t h e  Federa l  Communications Commission, and the United States 
At to rney  for  the C e n t r a l  Distr ict  of C a l i f o r n i a  t o  conduct  
an i n v e s t i g a t i o n  of 95 motion p i c t u r e  f i l m s  which are scheduled 
f o r  b roadcas t  over  Spacenet  1 (S-11, channel  18  d u r i n g  t h e  
four-month period from September 1, 1987, through December 31, 
1 9  87 
v e r s i o n  i n  v ideotape  fom i n  vsdeotape o u t l e t s )  to determine  
whether  f e d e r a l  ebscenity l a w s  r e l a t i n g  t o  the t e l e v i s i o n  
b roadcas t ing  have been v i o l a t e d .  

Cwhich xce being offered for sale i n  their copyrighted 

The 95  f i l m s  which are being e x h i b i t e d  by American 
Exxxtasy on s a t e l l i t e  s t a t i o n  S-1 (channel 18) d u r i n g  t h e  
f o u r  month pe r iod  from September 1, 1987 through December 31, 
1987  are l i s t e d  a l p h a b e t i c a l l y  a t  e x h i b i t  2 t o  t h i s  Memorandum. 
F i v e  fzlms a r e  be ing  shown each n i g h t ,  wi th  showtimes ( P a c i f i c  
t i m e )  be ing  7:OO p.m.,> 8:30 p-m., 1O:OO p.m., &1:30 p.m. 
and 1 : O O  a .m.  

The t r a n s m i t t i n g  source f o r  t h i s  service i s  H o m e  Dish 

-A copy of the program which is s u p p l i e d  by 
Only Satellite Networks, Inc. ,  419 Park Avenue South, New York, 
New York 1 0 0 1 5 .  
Home Dish Only f o r  i t s  service ca1led"American Exxtasy", wi th  
p l a y  d a t e s  and p l a y  times f o r  each of t h e  f"- --..E. frc-. 
September 1, 1987 through December 31, 1987, appears  a t  exhibit 
3 t o  this Memorandum. 

McGuire p a i d  the subscription p r i c e  t o  Home  Dish Only of $240 . O O  
p e r  y e a r  ( w i t h  an  a d d i t i o n a l  $350 -00 for t h e  descrambler) and 
commenced s u r v e i l l i n g  S t a t i o n  1, channel  18. Channel 18 
t r ansmj t s  from 3:OO p.m. through 7:aO p.m. qnencoded, w i t h  
previews of coming a t t r a c t i o n s  of .the fiims-w-?ich a r e  t o  
be shown i n  an encoded Pormat, 
a s n u n e d i t e d  hard- core o r i g i n a l s " .  Survei l lance  O f  the p l a i n  
language unencoded t ransmiss ions  from 3:OO p.m. through 7:OO p.m. 
were made on October 8 ,  12 and 1 4 , d u r i n g  which t i m e  it w a s  shown 
that channel  18 transmitted t h r e e  hours  of previews and one 
hour of a format  known as the "Hot Shopper Hour" wi th  
Glor ia  Leonard. 
those three dates i s  a t t ached  as exhibit 4 t o  this Memorandum. 

Comesicillg on October 15, 1987, a cont inuous  surveillance 
was maintained of t h e  "American Exxtasy" b r o a d c a s t  from 
3:OO p-m., which inc lnded three hours  of b roadcas t s  of coning 
a t t r a c t i o n s  (unencoded),  one hour of the " H o t  Shopper Hour" 
(unencoded), and 74 hours  of encoded hard- core  pornographic 
f i b .  During the 7% hours ,  f o u r  hard- core pornographic f i lms  were 
shown,with the f i r s t  one repea ted  as the l a s t  f i lm,  o r  
f i f t h  fi-lm. 

p r i o r  t o  October 15, 1987, surveil lance o p e r a t o r  Robert 

i n  which they  advertise t h e i r  f i lms  

A summary of t h e  program exhibited on 

. 



MI. John Harmer 
January4,ZOol 
Page 12 of 20 razes, 

The Law Of@ of I- 1; chCy 

Irunue.caL1 &.th i s '  is the. fir,s t . t ime  in_w?hich__t;2se ~ d e x a i  
5ureau of I n v e s t i g a t i o n ,  the FedeFZlXentmmn * cations Comais.sioxr 
Lnd the U . S .  Attorney have been asked to e m f ~ x e  &e . law aga-t 
L course  of conduct  such a s  this, where the r r a s d t t i n g  SmrCe 
,penly a d v e r t i s e s  t h e  f i l m s  which it is t r a n s m i t t i n g  as hard- 
:ore o r i g i n a l s ,  and where t h e  p o r t r a y a l s  themselves. are, beyond 
111 doubt, hard- core pornography under  f e d e r a l  s tandards .  

C recommend t h a t  the s u b j e c t  matter Of this Reso lu t ion  be brough 
to the a t t e n t i o n  of Archbishop Roger Mahony, wh i l e  he  is i n  . '. 
Jashington,  D.C. a t  t h e  meeting of the American Bishops .on 
?ovember 1 6  through 20 , .' 19 87,. and that  .the Archbishop be 

p e r s o n a l l y  b r i n g - -t h i s  sub5ec t  matter to.  &e . . : ' . 

at&entibf ; -  of W i i k & n  S. -'Sessions Directox of the .F.,eder&L 
Bureau of. I n v e s t i g a t i o n s  , Dennis P a t r i & , .  Chairinan of the :  
Federa l  Communications Commission, and U.S. At to rney  General 
Edwin Meese wi th  a r e q u e s t  that t h e  f e d e r a l  courts and t h e .  
f e d e r a l  i n j u n c t i o n  l a w s  be  immediately employed t o  e n j o i n  . .. --I.- 

the e x h i b i t i o n  Of these WOK 
t ransmiss ions  of hard- core 
of America. it 

. - - ...- 
Because of the s e r i o u s  n a t u r e  of t h i s  emerging problem, 

c~ues te"d ,  tb 
. 

wide sa te l l i t e  t e l e v i s i o n  . ' <  

ography from the Uni ted S t a t e s  . .  .. 
. .  

The s i g n i f i c a n c e  of this r e c e n t  - new development k i t  :. 
. . be examined i n  i ts p rope r  pe r spec t ive .  The Uni ted StaEes 

Supreme Court  has  s p e c i f i c a l l y  h e l d  t h a t  t h e  e x h i b i t i o n  of 
obsceni ty  t o  "consent ing  a d u l t s "  w a s  - not  a d e f e n s e  t o  the 
f e d e r a l  obsceni ty  s t a t u t e s .  See P a r i s  Adult T h e a t r e  I v:.' 
s l a t o n . 4 1 3  US 49 a t  68 and 69 .  The"Indus. try" is now attempting 
to  reverse  t h a t ; h o l d i n g .  See, here, thq commenks of Los 
Angeles obsceni ty  defens-e a t to rney  John Weston on June -I, 
1987 t o , a n  audience of what, i n  my opin ion ,  must be  recognized 

by one vote i n  1973, and tha t" th6t :  is r e a l l y  
s t a k e " .  A copy of pages 6 8  and 69 of the P a r i s  Adult  Theatre 
opinion and t h e  t ranscript  of Weston's remarks is a t t ached  as 
e x h i b i t  6 to t h i s  memorandum. 

a s  "organized crime", wherein he  acknowledged t h a t . t h e y  l o s t  .. w h a t ' s  a t  . :  

* 

ASinceseXy , 

, 
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The Resolution of the C o d s s i o n ,  thereafter on November 2, 1987 rea& follows: 

. ACTION BY UNANIMOUS WRITTEN CONSENT 
BY MEMBERS OF 

ARCEDIOCESE OF LOS ANGELES 
CCt-lMISSIEM ON OBSCENITY AND PDRNOGRAPEY .; : ra~. ")'. .. 

( 1  

W e ,  t h e  undersigned,  being a l l  of t h e  members of t h e  
Archdiocese of Los Angeles Commission on Obscenity and 
Pornography, do  hereby consent  t o  t h e  a d o p t i o n  of,  and do hereby 
adopt ,  t h e  fo l lowing  r e s o l u t i o n  a t  t h i s ~ ~ m e e t i n . 9 ,  . ~ . .  fh,e. Commiss ion ~ . . . - . ,  

~ -. .~ . .  on Monday, Novemberrt, 1.987: . . - .. 

WHEREAS, on February 22, 1985, t h e  United S t a t e s  Attorney 
General  e s t a b l i s h e d  a Commission on Pornography ( h e r e i n a f t e r  
"Attorney Genera l ' s  Commission") ,and charged it w i t h  t h e  
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  " t o  determine t h e  n a t u r e ,  eGten t  and impact on 
S o c i e t y  of Pornography i n  t h e  u n i t e d  S t a t e s , .  and to  make s p e c i f i c  
recommendations t o  t h e  Attorney Genera l  concerning more e f f e c t i v e  
ways .in which t h e  spread o f  pornography cou ld  be conta ined,  
c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  g u a r a n t e e s " ;  and 

'-  

WHEREAS, t h e  Fina l  Report of t h e  At to rney  General 's  
Commission p r o v i d e s  14 " sugges t ions"  r e g a r d i n g  "Methods By Which 
C i t i z e n s  Can Express Concern About Pornography and Other 
Offeqviye,  Mat:er ials  i n  Thei r  Area (Community)" and 36 
"Recoqme.ndabi,ons For Th'e Justice; Sysfe,m-.a?d', L ,?f+.cement ' .  , . 
Agencies': 'which a r e  redommevded. a s  ' e f f e z t i v e ' ,  s-:'tO' be .  taken "by 
o r g a n i z a t i o n s  involved i n  t h e  e f ' f o r t  't 
pornography, c o n s i s t e n t  with c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  guaran tees ;  and 

Archdiocese of Los Angeles has e s t a b l i s h e d  an "Archdiocese of Los 
Angeles Commission on  Obscenity and POrnOJKapny" ( h e r e i n a f t e r  
"Archdiocese of Los Angeles Commission") and has  charged i t  wi th  
t he  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of implementing t h e  above sugges t ions  of t h e  
Attorney G e n e r a l ' s  commission. and c o o r d i n a t i n g  t h e  e f f o r t s  of 
concerned c i t i z e n s  ia t b e i r  e f f o r t s  to  h a l t  t h e  spread of 
pornography i n  t h e i r  l o c a l  c o m m u n i t i e s ;  and 

Angeles Commission, h a s  undertaken a s t u d y  of twenty motion 
p i c t u r e  f i l i n s ,  i d e n t j t i e d  by t i t l e  i n  Enclosure A t o  t h i s  
Reso lu t ion ,  and has received i n f o r m a t i o n  t h a t  s u c h  f i l m s  a r e  
r e g u l a r l y  be ing  exh ib i t ed  i n  3 5 m  f o r m a t  a t  t h e a t e r s  i n  t h e  
Archdiocese o f  Los Anqeles and t h r o u y h o u t  Southern C a l i f o r n i a ,  

c o n t ~ a i n  "the :  s p r e i d  o f  

WHEREAS, t h e  Most Reverend Roger Mahony, Archbishop of t h e  

~ ., 

WHEREAS, pursuant  t o  t h a t  mandate,  t h e  Archdiocese of Los 
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and a r e  p r e s e n t l y  being offered for sale i n  v i d e o t a p  fnrm a t  . 
r e t a i l  o u t l e t s  t h r o d g h m t  C a l i f o r n i a  arsd h&ve been e x h i b i t e d  OR 
S a t e l l i t e  t e l e v i s i o n  d i g n a l  s p a c e n e t  ( 5 - 3 )  r Channel 18, also 
known a s  t h e  “Ameticdn Exxxtasy Channel“ i n  the Archdiocese of 
Los Anyeles .durifig dhe pe r iod  from October 15 through October 3.1, 
1987; and 

Archdiocese  of Los Angeles Commission t h a t  t h e  “videotape“ 
vers ion and t h e  S a t e l l i t e  “American Exxxtasy Channel. t e l e v i s i o n  
v e r s i o n  of s a i d  twenty  motion p i c t u r e  f i l m s  are i d e n t i c a l ,  and 
t h e  t i m e  and motion s t u d y  a n a l y s e s  of t h e  same, which have been 
examined.by tiie.Com$ission members, c o n t a i n  s u b j e c t  matter which 
is i n  violaf 
Community, t h e  o b s c e n i t y  g t a t u t e s  of t h e  United S t a t e s  , 
Government, and t h e  o b s c e n i t y  s t a t u t e s  O f  t h e  State  of 
Cal i forn ia ;  and 

WHEREAS, t h e  Archdiocese Of U S  Angeles Commission has  
r e c e i v e d  i n f o r m a t i o n  t h a t  s a i d  twenty motion p i c t u r e  f i l m s  which 
are being  t r a n s m i t t e d  n a t i o n a l l y  and i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y  by sakellitc 
a re  a l s o  be ing  d i s t r i b u t e d  n a t i o n a l l y  t o  t h e  50 s t a t e s  of t h i s  
n a t i o n ,  and i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y  t o  o t h e r  f o r e i g n  c o u n t r i e s  f r 5 m  
places of b u s i n e s s  i n  Las Angeles County; and t h e  c o n t a i n e r s  of 
such  v i d e o t a p e s  f i l m s  p rov ide  informat ion  t h a t  s a i d  twenty 
v i d e o t a p e s  a r e  be ing  manufactured i n ,  and d i s t r i b u t e d  from Los 
Angeles County, and are being  g r a n t e d  copyr igh t  p r o t e c t i o n  by Thc 
United S t a t e s  Government Copyright  Sect lon  of t h e  L lb ra ry  of 
Congress;  and 

examined t h e  t r i a l  f a c t s  (i.e., v ideotape  and t i m e  and motion 
s t u d y  of t h e  f i l m  ”School  G i r l ” )  and op in ion  of t h e  Court of 
Appeals i n  U.S.  V. Sandy, e t  d l . ,  605 F.2d 210 (CAI  6 t h )  Ju ly  27 
1979, c e r t .  den ied  i n  Gordon V. U.S.  and Fr ied lander  v. U.S. 444 
U.S. 984  (December 3 ,  1 9 8 4 ) r  with Justices Brennan, Sk@na~^S+ and 
Marshal l  v o t i n g  to  g r a n t  c e r t i o r a r i  and F e w e r s e  &he c o n v i c t i o n )  
i n v o l v i n g  t h e  f e d e r a l  c r i m e  Qf consp i racy  tu e x b i b i t  t h e  obsceae 
motion p i c t u r e  f i l m  “School  Girl“, and is of the unanimous 
o p i n i o n  t h a t  t h e  c o n t e n t  and c h a r a c t e r  of the f i l m  ‘School Girl‘ 
is t h e  same a s  t h e  twenty motion p i c t u r e  iilms named above and 
t h a t  t h e  “ t e l e v i s i o n ”  b roadcas t  of s a i d  f i l m s  Is also d v i o l a t i o n  
of t h e  f e d e r a l  “ c o n s p i r a c y ”  crime which was examnned and aff i rmed 
i n  t h e  review of U.S. v. Sandy, s u p r a ;  and 

WHEREAS, it  is t h e  unanimous opin ion  of t h e  members of t h e  

€*the’Comnhnity S tandards  of t h e  Los Pgeles’ 

3 

WHEREAS, t h e  Archdiocese of Los Angeles Commission has 

WHEREAS, i t  is t h e  unanimous op in ion  of t h e  members of t h e  
Archdiocese of Los Angeles Conmission t h a t  such business 
p r a c t i c e s  of manufacture and d i s t r i b u t i o n  and e x h i b i t i o n  of t h e  
above named twenty hard- core Pornography films ana o t h e r  f i l m s  of 
t h e  same c h a r a c t e r  and C o n t e n t  On S a t e l l r t e  TeleVlSlOn~ spacenet  
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7(  13), 7( 14) and 7( 15)” to Volume 4. These pages are worth reading because they explain 

Twelve years later, the videotape obscenity problem is at a disaster level because of 
the f d u r e  to act in 1988. The best indicator of that fact is the October 30, 2000 Editorial 
in the St. Louis Dispatch, and the=.‘‘_Wall Street meets Pornography” article on October 23, 
2000 by Timothy Egm (with a Provo, Utah byline). See copies at “Tab 6” of Volume 5 (my 

agnosncs, and atheists) want to see President-Elect George W. Bush step forward in g 
leadershiu role and succeed. Euroue and Asia and the rest of the World IS looking at 

~ 

~. 

sense of “pride” and want their motherland to be regarded as “principled”. “Lewdness” stili 
has a “sick” connotation in our dictionary of “words”. This is an ideal project in which 
Attomev General Ashcroft can take a leadership role 0’; behalf of the George W. Bush 
Presidency. The Time and Motion Study vehcle acts as a road block to prevent pemfogeinq 
attorneys like John Weston from attacking from the rear by innuendo. See here, the 
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.- Attorney General's Suggestion 19 Cmwriw action - 
orqanizations can provide ass is tance  - and support to 
local, state and federal officials i u u  &iLorwancz - - 

__ _ _  of their duties. ..- - 

grassroots efforts to express opposition to 
pornographic materials to which they object. 

Attorney General's Suggestion #lo Citizens can me 
._ 

-. 
Attorney General's Recommendation #ll 
General should direct the United States Attorneys to 
examine the obscenity problem in their respective ;=- 
districts, identify offenders, initiate investigations, 

I -, , and commeHce prosecution without further delay. a 

The Attorney 

.~ .  
.'I :: ,.. .dtttjrh$y *General'.~.aeoommendation .#13. The. Depar-ent 

of Justice should initiate the creation of an obscenit! 
l a w  enforcement data base which would serve as a . .:.... 
resource network fot federal, state and local law.:*-.:.-' 
enforcement agencies. 

Attorney General's Recornendation #I4 
States Attorneys should use Law Enforcement 
Coordinating committees to coordinate enforcement of 
the obscenity laws and to maintain surveillance of the 
nature and extent of the obscenity problem within each 
district. 

" 

\ ..<.:- 

.-' 
Tne United ...'.'4, 

: ~ . Attorney General's Recommendation fl5 The Department 
. of Justice- .and. Uhlfed States Attorneys shouia-use the 
. ' 'Racketeer Influenced Corrupt Orqanizhtion Act (RICO) a: 

a means of prosecuting major producers and 'distributor: 
of obscene material. 

.- 

Attorney General's Recomendation +17 The United 
States  Attorneys should use a l l  available Federal 
statutes to prosecute ubscenity law violations 
involving cable and satellite t e l ev i s ion .  

Attorney General's RecomendatiQn I25 
enforcement agencies should conduct active and thommgl 
investigations of all significant violations of the 
nhscenity laws with interstate dimensions. 

Federal h a 8  

Attorney General's Recomendation 4 3 5  
Communications Commission should use its f u l l  

The Federal 
- _ _  _ _  .- 

regulatory powers and impose appropriate sanctions 
against cable and satellite television programers vho 
transmit obscene programs. 

EFFECTIVE as of the 2nd day of November, 1987. 
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L A .  Times news article dated April 9, 1988, with Weston’s comments at “Tab 1” of 
Volume 2. 

This  videotapdpomoo/ie T.V. problem which George W. Bush has inherited 
presents both a serious problem and a geat opportmdy. A.T.&T. and the so call “fat cats” 
are ready to ”move in” and “participate in the profib”. In my own mind, I wonder why the 
U.S. Govwmnent did not act in 1988 and 1989. %?IO led the opposition? 

In my judgment, this problem is serious enough to warrant th6’George W. Bush 
Presidency to step forward and make it financially possible for you, as Reagan’s ex- 
Lt. Governor, and as a recomized leader with moral concerns to take on the job as 
U.S. Attorney for the Central ,’ District of California (under the leadership of John Ashcroft) 
in  which^ c&e I would relish acting as your surrogate and do what has to be done to 
effectuate that objective and do away with the hard-core pornographic videotapes that are 
flooding the market. 

CONCLUSION 

My personal comments on Volume 4 and its “failure” are as follows: 

No action was taken by Los Angeles law enforcement with respect to the actions of 
the Commission. 

1. 

2. ,.- ‘I ~ da .~ . not . know why responsible action was not,taken - 
. . .  

3. 

1. 

f would like to have someone explain to me why no action was taken. 

Two years later, American Exxxtacy Network and Tuxedo Network were indicted 
and convicted and thrown off the air on the identical evidence which was uroduced 
bv the Archdiocese Commission in 1988. See in this regard, my letters dated 
February 9 and 10, 1990 which appear at “Tab D to Volume T and at Exhibit 1 to 

One of the tasks of the U.S. Attorney in Cen,tral California should Ire tr? co,nvince the 
Southern California City Fathers that the U.S. Attorney General’s Office stands ready to 
point the way for the individual cities to “take on” those cable industries who are willing to 
provide pornography, simply because it is an open market and available for making money 
profits. 
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FAX (8181 352-5549 

February 5,7001 

Mr. Carl H. Lindaer 
Amencan Financial Group 
One East Fourth Street 
Cincinnati. Oh10 45202 

Re: ( 1 )  Opposition. to Los Angeles County Supemsor Zev Yaroslavsky's 
Proposed Motion on Wednesday, February 14, 2001 to' Disband the 
L.,-\. County Comnussion on Obscenity, ( 2 )  Counter-Motion by Law 
Enforcement Officials h d O r  the Undersigned, Achng as a Private Attorney 

Exhibition of Pornographic bfovies by Cable T.V. Provider A.T&T. "ln 
Demand" Pav Television Edubitions in Los Angeles County, and (3) Request 
for a Chantable Conmbunon to Make Such Law Enforcement Efforts 
Possible. 

,. I 

'General. on Wednesday, February 14, 2001 to Abate and Terminate the 
...., 

Dear l t r ,  Lmdner: 

Four monrhs ago (October 9. 3000). I wrote you of the attempt of Fr. .Lawlor and 
myself to gam support in our ..Quest''- the "rehabilitation" of the reputation of Charlie 
Keatmg!. - I did not succeed in that effort. Charlie Keating is still busy establishing an export 
business of used auto parts to Mexlco and is completely occupied with the problem of 
getting his feet back on the ground. .A copy of the October gTH letter is attached as 
Exhibit A to tlus letter. to refresh your recollection on those matters. 

Ln the cnrenm. 1 have developed a pian for the use of legal proceedings to terminate 
the eutubition of pamosaphic videotapes by .LT.&T. on Cable Pay T.V.. which utilizes 
timed-still" photo~~iphs. - captured b,y a digid camera i'. to construct a Time and Motion 

- 
!' Theuse oinegmve filmand sull phorognphrirorn~nold fashioned rnoviec~mer~iscompletel~out- 

ihud by modem digiul camera and cornpurer ~echnolo_q. It wouid nor be poss~ble 10 execute his operauon uslng lhe 
and Fsiem. 
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I have a 4,000 square foot, two story structure that is equipped as a law office on a 
three acre, secluded plot of Ian4 located within 10 minutes of the Hollywood-Burbank 
mort, within easy access to other cities on the West Coast which can provide overnight 
accommodation, and train new law school graduates and other young governmental 
attorneys who are interesied iri lawenforcement and in engaging in interesting area of.,&e: 
law. 

It can also be used by lay persons to assist in the preparation of Time and Motion 

The general public should be infamed &at t h e  hard-- vkhkwx is the 
target of the U.S. Government because it can be q 
Time and Motion Study technique, a 90 minute pon00gxaphic.tape can be i d e n a f d  as s a d  
bevond a reasonable doubt in 2-3 minutes or 5 minutes at the most. The initial thrust would 
be to use the civll process (e.g., public nuisance abatement) and the Time and Motion Study 
process and to limit the offer of city services to the videotape problem. Once a sufficient 
number of verdicts has been achieved, the criminal and civil R.LC0.  statutes could be 
employed. 

n e  City of Santa Ana was able to get 155 obscemty verdicts and stay in the Orange 
&unty+supefior C o d  for'l 1 9ars.becaase of this phenomenon. It was done there and can 
be duplicated here in the San Fernando Valley against the prime manufacturers The 
funding of such an office would be lusbfied as the equivalent of a financial grant for 
prosecution purp oses. 

. ,  

a *  . 

r Had the law enforcement officials acted Lesponsiblv m 1988, the Exxxtacy Network 1 

JJC/cjc 

Ends.: Exhibit 1: N. Y. Times news article dated May 3, 1990 
Prepared Volumes. nwnbered 1-8. 
Six (6 )  briefs in support of the George W. Bush Presidency 



r q p o n  from the most liberally-onented judges. federal or state. and will guarantee 1t.q 
adrrmssion in evidence in a quick. easy, and “certain“ “procedural” manner, by incorporation 
tn &e Complaint bv reference; (3) the oppomu~t)r to rely upon the ’‘thoughtfuI precedent‘’ 
handed down by the Oho Supreme Court 111 State of Ohio ex re1 Charles Keating V. 

“Yucen”. 272 N.E.2d 13’7.. 27 Oh0 St.2d 278 (5dy 21, 1971), wherein that Court held the 
Motion Picture F k ~ ~ ‘ I ’ i i ”  was both “obscene” under Ohio Judicial Standards and amoral 
public nuisance m&r the Ohlo “Sir Charles Sedley” Moral Public Nuisance Abatement 
Statute because afthe lewd acts and which were “portrayed” throughout the 
film whch  the Ohlo Trial Court would be required to excise, notwithstanding Federal 
lST Amendment challenges . Seepages 1-34 of the Motion lo Affirm’in the US. Supreme 
Court 111 A Motion Picture Entitled ‘‘V7en” v. Ohio ec reL Kentinp, U.S.S.C.T. No, 71- 
599. October Term: 1971. at Exhibit D to this letter: and (4) the tough forfeiture penalties 
whch are avdable to government. See copy~of Astol’Calero-Toledo v. Peurson Yacht 
Leasine Co., supra at Exhibit E to ttus letter. ~~ 

Recently Robin Gallagher (who is Writing a Doctorate Paper on the subject of 
Obscenity at the University of ‘North Carolina School of Journalism and Mass 
Communication at Chapel Hill an& as such. has been reviewing my personal papers) asked 
me when - the Time and Motion Study analysis was first used by me in the Cowlroom in 
obscenitv lawsuits. I onginally stated as my recollection that it was in the California Public 
Nuisance Abatement lawsuit entitled Peoole er reL Busch v. Projection Room Theater, 17 
Ca1.J.d 52. 130 CdRptr.  328. 550 P.2d 600 (1976) which was undertaken by L . k  City 
.-\nornev Amebergh at my request after a Deputy Dismct Attorney under Los h g e l e s  
Co,unn: D i s ~ c t  .%ttornev Busch would not file the Abatement action which pleaded the 
Time i n d  Motion .Studies by incorpor,an,oil in the .-\batement Complaint . .  (which I had 
prepared and submitted to law enforcement). 

a .  . \  ’ _ .  -. I 

Later. 111 “pondering” upon the”lewd conduct“ whch is bemg broadcast in the Motion 
Picture Films being shown in Los Angeles by A.T.&T. Broadband Cable, I recalled Robin 
Gallaeher‘s * inquiry. and realized that my original “recollection” was in error. The first time 
that I had used that analytical dense was in the case of John Harmer v. “Oh Cafcuna”, 
supra. the 1970 California Public Nuisance Abatement lawsuit to abate live ”lewd conduct” 
on the public stage. pursuant to the .‘Si Charles Sedey” loTn and 1 lTE Amendment law 
enfareemem hutations on the so-called Amendment Federal “Free Speech guarantee“. 

.At the start of this “CabIe T V.‘ project mvolvmg .A.T.&T.. I made a wdeotaped 
recordine - of the first hour-tang ’adult film“ enntled “Weekend in Bologna“ which was 
broadcast on Saturdav. Jmnuar). 27M by ATAT. on its ”Hot Channel” afrer: (1) .A.T.&T.’s 

I .  . 
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Study analvsis of the Adult Cable Program. pian has been paraally mpkme51ed a d  
the ..autopncal” swdence whxh has ahus far been ddrzep$ has asswcd mc &mmd d &&t I 
that this law enforcement effort w111 be successfui rn $oh k SMe mandEe&rd Coumxms. 
The development of t h ~ s  plan IS discussed (m part) ~1 the t e a  ofmy recent letter LO John 
Harmer of January 4, 2001, a confidential copy of whlch IS attached as Exhibit B to b s  
letter The films wiuch A.T.&T. is exhlbitmg to its Channel 96 Cable audience are hard- 
core pornography in the extreme. 

When I wrote the Harmer letter on January 4. 2001. I did not believe that the 
opportuuitv to do “good” could get much better- I was wrong. Since the Harmer letter, I 
have stumbled . .  upo0.m dp*porQqtfof even greater sigmficance; that is. @e plenarv power 
of - eove-ent to abate .’lewd:$tord Public SuisGces and the “Sir Charlej Sedky” type . 
of “public lewdness” under the Common Law and State Statutes, such as the California and 
Ohlo Public Nuisance Abatement Statutes. 

1 + .  : .. 

.L..-s It is this matter which has caused me to again seek your support. This time 
suuuort that I need is both financial and oolitical, in as.much as I am convinced that, from- 
a tactical standpoint: Le.. the type of relief (forfeiture) which is sought, underAstol Calero- 
Toledo v. Pearson YachtLeasineCo., J16Cr.S. 633 at683,40 L.Ed.2d452at468,94S.Ct. 
2080 at - (1974), the Bush Admuustranon and U.S. Attorney General John Ashcroft 
should immediately give support to and ‘‘lead‘’ t h ~ s  “State” effort which will be underway 
in Los Angeles. California on February 14. 2001. and assist it to the Xm degree. I know that 
the procedural approach which I have adopted will work in both the State and Federal 
Courtrooms. I also am of the “bellef’ that the Bush’ Admumuanon wilIbfbok more closely 
at what I have proposed if it is ”w“ that \= thmkenough about the plan to both support 
its implementation financiallv. and bring it to the attention of the Bush A h s t r a t i o n  
before it becomes operational. 

From a strategic standpoint, the U.S. Attorney General’s Office w d d  profit, were 
it to htemene before the operation is made public. Such an &inatri;niVe VK&& ~ m % k ~  he 
Uational audience (both Democrat and Republican\ that &e Bush Admkk.i~&on is s&cm 
in its determination to set the (Moral) tone ?’or ths Nahon. 

What I’have proposed is made feasible because of four factors: (1) the success 
achieved in the Courtroom in a 1970 California (V\.?ordt Public Nuisance Abatement 
Lawsuit, entitled John Harmer v. “Oh Chlcctna” (Supenor Court for the Stare of 
California. for the County of Los ;\ngelesl (see here. pages 11-18 of John Harmer‘s ‘‘A 
War We Must Win“ at Exhibit C to &LIS letter); (2) the ability of the modem digital 
c m e r a  to marshal the rwe of “autootical evidence‘‘ which will demand (require) judicial 



10 the ranonale employed by the Ohio State Suureme Court "IrLuen?' decision. 

I have researched t h ~ s  use o f a  digital camera and computer and deterrmned that the 
basic equipment. i.e.. digital camera. computer. hardware. pnnter. duplication. etc.. whch 
is mtiallv needed to prepare such Time and .\lotion Study andvsis for the pleadings will 
Cost ~1 the urd.er of S 12.790.ogA - S2O.ctOO.O!? f'. b1v speclfic request is that a substantial 
Grant be made for law enforcement p ~ z s c r  ro Bruce Taflm's National Law Center for 
Children and Faniiiies on the &st Coast. IO be expended in connection with t h l s  Los 
.-\ngeles County C'abtc T.V. operation described above $'. 

I submit that if 1 am given the o p p o m t y  to make a 2 hour personal presentation at 
I .  \'OUT headquarters m Cincinnati. I will be able to conwnce you with respect to the autoptical 

e\idence which has been marshalad in my dailv surveillance and taping of the telemsion 
broadcasts of the .$.T.SrT. "Hot Channel" kom Sun Valley. California :", that the legal " 

proceedines I which are outlined above should m e d i a t e l v  be brought to the attention of 
U.S. .-\ttornev General John Ashcroft. for hs p- evaluation regarding possible Federal 
involvemenLin the present instance. Ln my judgment. il would be a monumental blunder on 
mv  art to fail to brine L h s  matter to C.S. Attorney General Ashcroft's personal attention, 
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purchase of the local cable facility from jfedia One whch serves 5aa Vd4m I C s d i f ~ m a  g: 
and (2) A.T.&T.’s decision to offer ’..4&df‘ p~0-g. -4-s I o,M &e ’kxi=zent’‘ of 
the film as it was being recorded. I was “reminded“ of the T i e  and ?&WK@ 
question which Robin Gallagher had asked and ECO enirrd e i a t e l y  that there was a d  
is a much simpler solution to the “Cabie T.V.” videotape mohon picture film orobiem than 
that solution wbch 1 proposed in the January 4m Harmer letter whch relates to vlntage 
1978- 1988 videotape productions. In this present case of the cable ”adult films”. there is 
not the slightest indication of anything that could be claimed to be an “arguable“ story line. 

What is now being exhibited by Cable T.V. is simply a “filmed” version of an a 
Culcuf~a” “’jiye” $age pl,ak ,I+,< a series pf lewd public actS and conduct 2’ which are 
’ subject to abatement under’the .‘Sk Chides Sedley“ Common Law remedy and the “lewd 
conduct” moral public nuisance abatement StaNteS of the 50 States of t h ~ s  Union and the 
Federal International Treaty against the transmission of such “public lewdness“ to other 
civilized counmes. 

. ,  

The Judgment reached by the Ohio Supreme Court in Ohio ex reL Keatinc v. 
“Vtren”, supra is directly “in point” and provides the rationale of the legal response to the 
lewd “sexual conduct” being “publiclv depicted” by the Adult Channels. All that need be 
done m t ius proposed lawsuit against A,T.&T. is: (1) marshal the autoptical “real” evidence 
of “public lewdness“ by digital camera and computer; Le.. videotape the entire Adult 
Channel presentation: (2) convert the videotape to digital camera film and. using acomputer 
and pmter to access the film, prepare a Time and Motion Study of the lewd sexual activity 
being I publicjv pot-traved: and ( 3 )  plead the Time and Motion Study of “lewd public 
conduct“ by reference.in the moral public nuisance complaint (as was done procedurallv m 
the public nuisance abatement complamt wtuch was tiled 111 Peoule CY re/. Buscii v. 
hojection Room Theater, supra). with a request that such film and lewd conduct be 
enjoined and that the unlawful~txofits of A.T.&T. Yn Demand .adult T.V. m their entiretv 
be “forfeited’ ?’ to the state and federal gowmment for the Common Law a d  S W W ~  
violation of the Charles Sedley public Iewdness” LIU&%~ abatement s t a m .  pmyant 

I1 See. in rtus regard (1) the.% LourisPoal) i+lwlck~~*.  news ~ r l ~ c ~ e e m ~ & ~ ~ ~ O ~  
Trouble in Sodom.‘. And ( 2 )  Timothy Epon ’5 1 0  paee r V m  Furl; . E i  ~ ~ X a r h c i e  dated Ocroker 23.3WO. wbch 
:le;ul) implicates A.T.&T.. ;opies of which appears here lder  a ErbibiY f lo this letter. 

i’ Two of .LT.&T.‘s hourly producuons. openly glamonre and t a  one of Nevada s famous Brolhels 
IS an acceptable. normal way of life- a type of public nrusance which 1s known ils h e  .‘:ormpuon of public mods-. 

See copy ofAsto1 Culero-Toledo Y.  Pearson Yucht Lrllsine Cb.. i 16 U.S. 6 j 3  at 683. 40 L.EJ.2d ?‘ 

452 at 468. ‘91 S.Cr. 2050 31 - (1971). at Exhibit E (0 rhls letrer. 
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4. We should be able to have the Digital Time and Motion Study h d y s i s  Camera and 
equipment Ln operation thls week (February 5-10), and hopefully will have two 
60 m u t e  samples available of the January 27m broadcast of "Weekend in Bologna" 
and " I 0 1  C'heerieaders plus One Jack'  by A.T.&T. by mid-week. 

If the Digital Camera is UI operation during the week of February 4'-101H, we 
should be able to do a 60 minute Time and Motion Study of the hour-long features, 
such as .'Weekend in Bologna" in 3-4 hours. Assuming there will be 17x3= 
5 1 films. h s  would require 704 hours of camera operanon. Each 60 minute movie 
would require 20 sheets of 1 l"x17" pmts (60 pictures per page x 20 pages = 1200 
pictures. at one picture eve? 3 seconds of the 60 m u t e  production). A comuarable 
effect could be actueved bv Flewine a large television screen with the video recorder 
in the '.fast fonvard' mode. 

D e m s  Jarrard. the past Chairman of Cardmal Roser \Iahony's L A .  Catholic 
.kchdiocese Commission on Obsceruy durmg 1978- 1988. has agreed to participate 

F e b m q  \AFd \lv present thou$t.ls to present a videotape copy of such recordmgs, 
and the dieitallv I produced Time and Mot ion analyses whlch have been prepared to 
that date. ro Countv Dismct Attorney Stelre Cooley on February 12IH. 

Supenisor .htonowch will seek the support of the vanous religious orgamzatlons 
to defeat rJre l'aroslavskl; Motion. 

I 

I 
I 

5 ,  

6 .  

personally ana file a civil and cnrmnal complaint agamst .X.T.&T. at the h e m e  - on i . 

I 

7 I .  i 



pnor ro Februaw 1-1. 2001. In tune for hm to jmdv the content of films and mv ciams. for 
h s  evaiuanon o i the  benefits of federal r n ~ ~ ~ n t ~ ~ n  h c  Bush i\dmmstranon. 

District Slipervisor 

First Glona M o h a  

Second Yvonne Brathwaite Burke 

Third 1 Zev yaroslavsk?c). 

Fourth ~ Don h a b e  

Fifth I Jlichad 0. intono\xchI 
! 

Would it be possible to allocate 3 hours of your m e  for a psentmnon at vow 
imerican Financial Group Headquarters m Cmcmnan. If that I S  not possible. I could send 
J duplicate copv of the vldeotape of two of such films. such as "Weekend in Bologna" and 
'101 Cheerleaders plus One Jock' 

Phone & e-maii, , 

(213) 974-41 11 
molina@bos.co.la.ca.us 

(2 13) 974-2772 
seconddistrict@,bos.co.la.ca.us 

(213) 974-2322 
zevG?bos.co.la.ca.us 

( 2  13 ) 974-1434 

(3 1 3 j 97.t->-.x 

donr&.bos.co.la.ca.us - 

- - -  - 
fr f thdis tr i~~ ,~b~~.co . la .ca .us  

PROSPECTUS 

1 The Board of Supeivsors for Los h g e l e s  Corny  are as follows. 

~ I have \ideo recorded 7 o,f.i.T.&T.'s programs [ J a n u q  2;-3 1. F e b r u v  1-2). Each 
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I In support of the legitimacy of my personal request for a substantial financial Grant 
tocover the costs of this operation. and my claim as to the emergent status o f t h ~ s  operation. 
I m enclosing at Exhibit H:."'(l) a CODY of Robin Gallagher's Memorandum c o n c e m g  
her recent conversation with d4e Cuaodian ofthe Library of Congress. and her judgment of 
the worthwlule value ofthe d&osit of my personal C.D.L. records (and Time and Motion 
Studv analysis) witlr $le of  Congress (With respect $0 the movement wtuch you and 
Chi& Keating E' k p r e d  d y k g  the thmy year period 1958-19881, alongside the personal 
correspondence of Justices d e n n i  and Blackmun wtuch has recently been accepted by the 
Library of Congress. and (2) inscription page of John Harmer's book. ".% War We Must 

with Harmer's person91 inscription. .Uso. a copy of the book is enclosed with t l us  
letter for your use. 

'd JJC.'cjc 

Exhihits to Letter: 

Exhihit .?. 
Exhibit B. 
Exhibit C 
Exhibit D. 

Eshihit E. 
Exhibit F 

Exhibit G 
Exhibit H .  

Ocrober 9 ,  3 ~ W O  Lerier of James j C l m q  to Carl H. Lindner. 
(Cantidentialr J anuar  4. 2!ll)I Lsrisr o i  Jaines J Clanc! to J d l n  *.lrnIsr. 
Pages 11-18 oi ihe  book. ".?.War \\e .\lust Win'. by john H m e r .  
Pages I -3J  o i  the .bfutiun IO . A ~ r m  in the V 5. Supreme Coun in  .4 Motion Picture Entitled 

"I.irm" 1'. Ohio LY re/ .  Xeulinq. C S. j .C . f '  .So. -l-5>9, October Tern. 1Y71 . 
Copy of the Optnlon in ,-Ian1 Cnlero-7'oledo v Peurson Yucht Leasing C o .  supra. 
( 1 )  Sf. Luuis Posr Dispurch Ocrober X I ,  2000 news anicle enutled "Qhscenitv Trouble in Sodom.'. 

;ind ( 2 )  Timnrh? €run's 11) page :VOY Fork Times news article dated October 2 3 .  3000. 
Copy 0iP;r.e 2 and Eshibit 2 o i i p n i  1. I!lX8 L m e r  of James J Clsncv to Cllarles H. KeXmg. Jr 
(I) .bfrmurundurn oiRobin Gallagher reyarding deposrl of personal iorrespondence in the L l b r a n  

o i  Congress: m d  12) lnscnptton page 01 the book. ".A War W e  Must Win" by John 
Hdriner. 

End.: .A  C o p  ai the book. ".A War \\'e \lust \Vin" by John Harnier. 

I' I t  I S  a C h r r s i ~ ~ ~ i  d i c e  in ilirnubiund' idefc ti? :r.ilit :I Presidcnri;il P:irdon I O  \ I x c  h c h .  \\ ho !led 
the CdLntn. .  2nd deny I I  io C l t ~ r i r e  k u u n r .  s h o  'iw;ed the caurse ' .  ioughi ;ind uon.  By cop! oithis Icrrer. Cluarles 
2 KcJiIng IS invited i o  rcp1;iie 116 .is rile Director o i  thc '..Ayuin;lr. d.11.a. La \lancha ' aperanon 3s the first step I n  
111s request fo r3  .Prcslaenual P d o n  . i i iu  i ; i n  s t . m  :a i t  ritc $h:II book dbout i\ilcrc the sourccofour problem l l c s  
:n mv!udemeni. the cod iuon  ii lirch brougni cown i i i J r i i c  Kcatin: \\;is the s m e  coAmon \vitich dld not bnne down 
i 5 .itlome\ General Ed Xlsese. oecdusc 2:esident 2.:3u~ii did not :ma uouid not :ibanaon hleese. See ~n thls reqard. 
pace 2 and Eshihit 2 oi  my lerier io Chxiie KcJune. dxed April 1. 1988. x e  xwchea at Exhibit G .  



\Ir. Carl tl. Liodner. 
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3 .At my meenne with L . . l .~Co-m~ Dismcr :Attorney Steve Cooky, on Mondav. 
February I2".-l wdl request: (1) &a DlitxIct Attorney Cooley file a civil ahatement 
acnon. (2) move for an Injuncnon agmst  ATAT- fa a b e  a Morai Ptlbkc I%is;mce 
(Ltwdness) and Unlawful Busmess Pracnce. and 3) make a request for forfeitme 
of unlawful profits pursuant to Asrol Coho-Toledo v. Pearson Yacht Leusinp CO., 
416 U.S. 633 at 683. et seq., 40 L.Ed.2d 452 at 468. 94 S . 0 .  2080 at - (, 1974); 
for forfeiture of all of its unlawhl profits gained through its entire operanon of its 
"On Demand" .Adults Only T.V. Cable operanons: further. that he request the 
U.S. *Attorney General to commence Federal Grand Jury Procedures against 
.LT.&T.. based upon the \ideo recordings and Time Motion Study analyses 
pursuant to the . .  Federal R.I.C:O. Statutes. .Utemahvely, District Attorney Cooky 
could present the s;$e materials to the L..-\. County Grand Jury on an allegation of 
sonspiracv to violate the Califorma obscecty and moral public nuisance statutes. and 
unlawful busmess practices act. 

I 

i m requesting (via this letter) that you allocate 2 hours for me to meet with you 111 
your Ofice in Cincinnati. Oho. to personally discuss th~s matter and convince vou 
of the need for private and Federal action as to t h ~ s  complaint. If I am able to 
convince you. I would further request that you use your political ability to deliver a 
copy of this letter to U.S. .lttom.e\r General Ashcroft immediately. so that a hmely 
decision by hun as to whether the-U.S. Attorney General's Office is willing to hear 
my personal request that he assume the leadership immediately (before the 
Februar). 14" h e m e )  I and commence Federal Grand Juri: proceedings against 
.%.T.&T.. based upon the R.I.C.O. Statute and other federal violadons (to abate such 
federal uublic nuisances and to implement the current lntemational Federal Trezty 
tvhich requres the proscnpnon of such lewd portrayals to other Nations by satellite 
md other means I ,  I would also like to request that public =ants should be authorized 
by the federai sovernment to assist local state governments (Los .bgeles. Glendale. 
Whittier. etc.) to bnng such addlaanal actions tn the local communities. 

If the C.S. Attomev General's Office and rbe C.5. . % l l O m e  I S ~ C M I S ~  iGQt to Intervene. 
I will ask L..% Countl. Dismct .4nornev Steve Cooky to cmmence a Los Angeles 
cIounn. crrana j u n  invtsLipciGii ;=;inst .A.T.&.T. on the felony charge ofconspiracy 
ro c o r k i t  a siolation of the California Obscenie Statutes. the (Storal) Public 
%uisance .Abatement Statute. 2nd the l'nfair Business Practice .Act. as I did in 1964 
against the defendants in the 1964 Grand Jur): Proceedings 1i.e.. 3 conspiracy to 
commit a \ioiation ofthe obscenity and public nuisance statutes is a felony which is 
within the L..A C o w 5  Grand Ju?' ' j  jurisdiction). 

I I .  




